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Translator’s Words 


j-Mj-^.ltf*t<)^jd<~ <)<—«V<jrt -irtlV 

All praise is due to Allah, the lord of the worlds. He is unique in all his 
qualities. He is alive hy himself and all are alive due to him. No one is his 
equal and he does as he wishes. He is free from all types of faults. To him 
we worship and to him we seek help. O Allah ! guide us to stay firm on the 
right path. Peace and Blessings be upon his chosen Messenger , his 
beloved Prophet, the peace of our heart and mind, the very generous and 
hind, Hazrat Muhammad Mustafa . This great booklet is the result 
of a question which was presented in the blessed court of Huzur Hafiz e 
Millat . A group of people asked regarding the faith and beliefs of 
The notorious scholars of Deoband. Answering which he has cited all 
sources from the Deobandi books. I request my readers to be free from 
any type of hatred and jealously. And to analyze the verdict and 
experience for themselves that what all are the beliefs of these people and 
are they really on the true and blessed path of the Ahl al-SunnahP 
Another notable point is that these are the people who accuse us of being 
grave worshipers, and innovators and what not. But they, on the other 
hand themselves are praising their predecessors to such extent that they 
forget all limits. 

They give verdicts of Shirk and Bidat when we say that Prophet ^ is 
alive and seeing us. But about their own Qasim Nanotvi they believe 
that he resurrected from his grave to solve a dispute in Madrasa e 
Deoband. They consider him as all seeing and all hearing (see Arwah e 
Salasa pg 193-194). 

Hence my fellow brothers , stay firm on the blessed path of Ahlus 
Sunnah, which in this era is regarded as Maslak e Ala Hazrat. 

May Allah the almighty guide us. Ameen! 
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The Question 

p*&\ 


Respected and kind Molvi Sahab, Salam 

We till now were thinking that the Scholars of Deoband are very 
strict followers of the sacred law, and followers of Sunnah and very 
pious and Allah fearing. Themselves strictly abstain from Shirk and 
Bida't and also to save others from it, preach guidance. Furthermore, 
from their external deeds also their piety is displayed. In their 
sermons also they praise the Prophetfifik- of mercy From these qualities 
it looks like they are people with sound faith and strict followers of 
Sunnah, practitioners of Shariah and Lovers of Janab Muhammad 


RasoolAllah 




But Zaid (anyone, Zaid is used for instance) says that all their deeds 
are just for display. Whatsoever be their external and visible deeds, 
their faith is indeed against the truth and the Shariah and similar to 
that of Muhammad bin Abdul Wahhab Najdi. They praise the 
Beloved Prophet just to trap the attention of common Muslims 
and to establish their respect and rule amongst them. Otherwise, they 
have no love for the Prophet of mercy , Scholars of Deoband 
have instead, uttered sheer Blasphemous words in the majesty of The 
Prophet In their boohs they have written very inappropriate 
words for the Prophet Hence, they have said that the knowledge 
of Prophet is same as Animals and Madmen. Told that Huzur is 
less knowledgeable than Satan. They believe that an Ummati can 
outdo his Prophet in deeds. Numerous other statements like this are 
present in their books, the infidelity of which is as clear as the Sun. If 
they really would have love for the Prophet they wouldn't have 
written such heinous statements in their boohs. And if it was 
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mistakenly done by them, then would have repented. But neither did 
they repent nor they removed those statements from their books. 
Instead, from a long time they are publishing such content. From this 
it clear that, their external visible deeds and their praises for 
Respected Prophet is just for display and for some other benefits. 

If they had real love, then instead of publishing such books, they 
would have burned them and repented. From Zaid's such statement we 
are awestruck and astonished. When we see the visible piety of 
Scholars of Deoband and listen to their lectures, it looks like they 
could never write such content in their books. But Zaid despite being 
trustable and just, says that if what I have said if not present in the 
books of scholars of Deoband, then I am in a grave sin or rather if my 
statement is proven wrong I promise to give 500 Rs cash. Hence, Zaid 
can also not be called a liar. If what all Zaid said is actually present 
in the books of scholars of Deoband, we will abstain from them and 
also advise other Muslims to stay away from them. And if what Zaid 
said is wrong, we on behalf of Panchayat and community will strictly 
punish him and also take 500 Rs from him as promised. Therefore, for 
the investigation of this, from the statement of Zaid thirty questions 
have been compiled and are presented in your court in a hope that you 
will answer them in a numbered fashion with proper citation from the 
books of Scholars of Deoband. In a easily understandable language so 
that the common Muslims can understand it and reach to a conclusion. 

Questioners Mulla Abdul Majeed Pesh Imam Jama Masjid, 
Hakeem Abdul Majeed, Hafiz Abdul Majeed, Muhammad Siddique 
Numbardar, Nazeer Ahmad Chaudhary, Residents of Village 

Bhojour, District Moradabad. 
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The Answer: 


>XAM ClXXXS- <^£' ULyOo ^cj\XsJl5lJ\ci^aJl) \joo\S- 


Honourable ones, Was Salam, Your letter consisting of thirty 
questions based on Zaid's statement was received. As requested, I will 
give the answer to each question from the trusted statements of 
scholars of "Deobandhi". And will also cite their proper sources in a 
numebred fashion from their boohs. But, briefly I would like to tell 
that the statement of Zaid is absolutely correct. Really, in the boohs of 
scholars of Deoband numerous such statements are present which are 
blasphemous in the court of Prophet From them few statements 
will also come in citations, which are enough evidence. 

May Allah, guide the Muslims to recognise the actual respect and 
reverence of Janab Muhammad RasoolAllah 'i^^and to respect him 

whole heartedly. 
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The Questions with answers 

Q.l : Is there any other lord of creation(one who sustains them) besides 
Allah, in the beliefs of scholars ofDeoband? if there is one, who is it? 

A. 1 : Yes, according to Deobandi scholars Molvi Rasheed Ahmad 
Gangohi is the lord of the creation. Just like Molvi Mehmood Hasan 
Principal Madrasa Deoband states: 

Evidence 1 : In the dirge(funeral ode) of Rasheed Ahmad pg 12 he 
states : 

u His sustainer was God and he was the sustainer of creation 
My master my guide was indeed Shiekh e Rabbani”. 

Note : In this couplet Molvi Mahmood Hasan has stated Rasheed 
Ahmad as the one who sustains the creation, which has the same meaning 
as Rabb al-Alameen. He must have not used the word u Rabb al- 
Alameen” due to the meter of the poetry. This is the blind faith of the 
Deobandi leader that in what clear words he states his spiritual guide as 
the one who sustains the whole creation. Really, this is what blind faith is 
called. 

Q. 2 : Who is that Messiah who not only revived the dead, but also 
saved the living from dying ? , is there any such Messiah in scholars of 
Deoband? 

A. 2 : Yes, that Messiah according to Deobandis is Molvi Rasheed 
Ahmad Gangohi. Hence, Molvi Mahmood Hasan Deobandi writes in 
his praise and calls Hazrat Isa 0 & to come and see the greatness of his 
Peer. 

Evidence 2 : In the same dirge he writes on pg 33 
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“Revived the dead, saved the living from dying 
this Messiah’s quality should he seen by Ihne Maryam” 

Note: Really the Deobandis consider Rasheed Ahmad’s qualities 
greater than the quality of Hazrat Isa 0 &. Because what Hazrat Isa 0 & 
couldn’t do was done by Rasheed Ahmad. Reviving the dead was 
common in both, but saving the living from death ? In this indeed 
Rasheed Ahmad increased. Reason why Hazrat Isa is being shown 
his qualities. If it was not so, then he wouldn’t have said “this Messiah’s 
quality should be seen by Ibne Maryam”. 

O Muslims ! pay heed, do justice, isn’t it a blasphemous statement 

for Hazrat Isa ? 

It is and indeed it is ! 

Q. 3 : Can any dark and black slaves of a person be called Yusuf e Sani ? 
answer from trusted statements ofDeobandi scholars. 

A. 3 : The dark and black slaves ofMolvi Rasheed Ahmad are Yusuf e 
Sani (second Yusufs). 

Evidence 3 : Dirge for Rasheed Ahmad pg 11 

“Acceptance is this, like this are the accepted 
Black slaves of him have title Yusuf e Sani” 

Note : What a statement! The great and beautiful bondman of Allah is 
Hazrat Yusuf 0 ^. But the dark and black slaves of Rasheed Ahmad 
were made Yusuf e Sani ! save the white and fair faced slaves, Indeed 
what an acceptance! 

O Muslims ! pay heed and you will know that in this very couplet 
he has insulted both Allah and blessed Prophet. 

Q. 4 : Who is the reincarnation or resemblance of founder of Islam near 
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the Deobandi scholars ? 

A. 4 : Deobandi scholars consider Molvi Rasheed Ahmad as the 
reincarnation or resemblance of founder of Islam (Allah). Just like 
Molvi Mahmood Hasan has written. 

Evidence 4 : Dirge for Rasheed Ahmad pg 6 

Ay 

J if i^* iy i J i (3i/ • 

“There is on the tongues of Ahl e Hawa “U’ulul Hubul” ,may be 
the resemblance of founder of Islam has left the world ” 

Q. 5 : Do the pious people on reaching the Kaaba long for any other place 
? What is the place, have the scholars of Deoband told about any such 
place. ? 

A. 5 : Yes the pious people on reaching the blessed Kaaba Jong for 
Gangoh and look for Gangoh, just like Molvi Mahmood Hasan states in 
his dirge: 

Evidence 5 : Dirge for Rasheed Ahmad pg 11 

♦ ♦ 

“Revolving round the Kaaba were searching for Gangoh 
The people who had divine piety in their hearts” 

Note : Kaaba which is the house of Allah. Even after reaching such 
place they are longing for Gangoh. If not the toxin and hangover of the 
Deobandi divinity then what should it be called? 

Q. 6 : From whom we should ask the needs of both the worlds ? who is 
the center of spiritual and physical needs? answer based on the Deobandi 
religion. 

A. 6 : The center for all spiritual and physical needs according to 
Deobandis is Molvi Rasheed Ahmad Gangohi, all the needs should be 
asked from him and none except him is the fulfiller of needs. Just like 
Molvi Mahmood Hasan has stated. 
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Evidence 6 : Dirge pg 10: 

“ where should we ask the needs of Deen and Duniya O lord! 
he is gone the center of all spiritual and physical needs”. 
Benefit : Molvi Rasheed Ahmad Gangohi has stated to ask help from 
anyone other than Allah is Shirk. Fatawa Rasheediya vol 2 pg 6, he 
states : “so, to ask help from other than Allah even if it is a Wali or Nahi 
is Shirk”. And Mahmood Hasan is asking the needs of both the worlds 
from him. He considers him the center of fulfillment of all wants. 
Therefore, according to the verdict of Fatawa Rasheediya Molvi 
Mahmood Hasan must be called a polytheist (Mushrik) and if he is 
called a monotheist, then surely will have to call Rasheed Ahmad as God! 
so tell, what will you say? (O Deobandis?) 

Q. 7 : Who is absolutely served by the whole world? and who is 
followed by the whole world ? Answer should be given according to 
Deobandi religion. 

A. 7 : the one who is served by the whole world according to Deobandis 
is Molvi Rasheed Ahmad Gangohi and the world follows him only. 
Observe the evidence, 

Evidence 7 : On the dirge of Rasheed Ahmad written by Mahmood 
Hasan, the very first page it is written 

“The One served by all, The One followed by all Janab Maulana 

Rasheed Ahmad Gangohi” 

Q. 8 : Who is that king whose order according to scholars of Deoband 
can never fail and his every order is “The sword of Absolute Fatal 
Death”. 

A. 8 : The king like this is Molvi Rasheed Ahmad only, none of his 
orders failed as his order was the sword of absolute fatal death. 
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Evidence 8 : Dirge Rasheed Ahmad pg 31 

^ 

v 7 7 

p^.£\4\J\ 

“didn’t fail hut didn’t fail hut didn’t fail hut didn’t fail 
whatever was his order was the sword of absolute fatal death” 
Benefit : (Sarcastically) Really, how could his word fail, what a 
sustainer of creation he was, he wasn’t a joke after all. And his believers 
didn’t let any of his orders fail. What greater blind faith can there he, 
when Molvi Rasheed Ahmad ordered his followers to eat crows, the 
scholars ofDeoband thinking that he is the one who sustains the creation, 
started eating crows. 

Q. 9 : Who is that person, the mark of slavery of whom in Deohandi 
religion is the identification of being Muslim? 

A. 9 : He is Molvi Rasheed Ahmad Gangohi, the mark of being 
bondman of whom is the identification of being Muslim. 

Evidence 9 : Hence, Molvi Mahmood Hasan states dirge pg 6: 

“The Era gave a mark of his separation to Islam 
So was, the mark of slavery of whom, the identification of being 

Muslim” 

Note : If the mark of slavery of Molvi Rasheed Ahmad is the 
identification of being Muslim, then whoever became his slave got this 
ID? and whoever wasn’t his slave remained deprived of it. Therefore, 
Deobandis either consider all the Sahaba, the Taba’een and Aimma e 
Mujtahideen and Auliya e Kamileen as the slaves of Molvi Rasheed 
Ahmad or do they believe these people deprived of the identification of 
being MuslimP 

Q. 10 : Is there any person, who alone was Siddique and FarooqP 
A. 10 : Yes, Molvi Rasheed (according to Deobandis) was both 
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Siddique and Farooq. Hence, Molvi Mahmood Hasan prasies him with 
these words 

Evidence 10: Dirge pg 12 

“He was Siddique and Farooq, so tell what astonishment is there? 

If martyrdom willed to hiss his feet during night prayer ” 

Benefit: 

The answer to these ten questions are from the book of Molvi Mahmood 
Hasan principal Madrasa Deoband named “Marsiya Rasheed Ahmad”. 
Even if one citation is proven wrong 500 Rs. cash prize will be given. O 
Muslims ! leave hatred and stubbornness and read with full attention 
and look through the eyes of justice and truth and falsehood will be more 
clear than the Sun. It will be known that who is Innovator and Polytheist 
(Bid’ati 0 Mushrik).Just see what kind of faith do the Deobandis have in 
thier Peers. They consider their Peer as sustainer of all the creation and 
the dual of founder of Islam, means second Allah ! In Messiahic qualities 
they show that their peer is greater than Hazrat Isa On reaching 
Kaaba they still long and search for Gangoh the residence of their Peer. 
Without any exclusion they consider the whole world as servant 
follower of their Peer. They consider their Peer’s kingdom same as the 
kingdom of Allah, and they consider the mark of being servant of their 
Peer as the identification of being Muslim. 

O Muslims ! for the sake of Allah do justice! and tell the truth without 
any leniency that the people who keep such beliefs for their Peer, are they 
with the truth or with their Peer ? Are they monotheists or polytheists ? 
Q. 11 : Is the Prophet alone “mercy unto the worlds” (Rahmah li al- 
Alameen)? or according to scholars of Deoband an ummati can also be 
called “mercy unto the worlds” ? 

A. 11 : “mercy unto the worlds” is not the unique quality of Prophet 
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rather the so called divine scholars (Deohandi scholars) can also he 
called “mercy unto the worlds”. Hence, the leader of scholars of 
Deohand Molvi Rasheed Ahmad Gangohi in writes in a verdict: 
Evidence 11 : Fatawa Rasheediya vol 2pg 12: 

“Mercy unto the worlds, is not the unique quality of The Prophet W&, 
rather other Auliya , Prophets and Divine scholars (Deohandi 
scholars) are also a cause for mercy to the worlds. Though, the 
Prophet is greatest amongst them, Hence if it (the word “Rahmah 
li al'Alameen”) is used for anyone else so it is permissible . Yours, 

Rasheed Ahmad Gangohi”. 

Benefit : The scholars of Deohand consider Molvi Rasheed Ahmad as 
a divine scholar, and he is saying that it is right to use “mercy unto the 
worlds” for a divine scholar. Hence, scholars of Deohand consider 
Rasheed Ahmad as “mercy unto the worlds”. Reason why Rasheed 
Ahmad had various other instances where he has displayed his mercy, 
from which one is of special importance. And that is, he fixed a reward 
for eating crows. This is the absolutely free of cost black cock which 
Molvi Rasheed Ahmad has made Halal and also fixed a Sawah for it. 
What greater mercy can there he for the Deohandis ? No money is spent 
and you are getting a free gravy and at the same time a reward for it. See 
no. 20 

Q. 12 : Near the scholars of Deohand, what is ruling for writing a dirge 
(a funeral ode “Marsiya”) for Imam Hussain ? 

A. 12 : Leave aside writing, if one finds it written, it is compulsory to 
burn it or bury it into the soil. Take a look : 

Evidence 12 : Fatawa Rasheediya vol 3 pg 103 
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“Question : Dirges which is recited in grieve for the martyrs of 
Karbala , if in possession of a person, is it better to burn them or to 

sell them? 

Answer : It is NECESSARY to burn them or to bury in soil.” 
Note : O Muslims ! just think about it. Imam Hussain’s dirge should 
be burned or buried, but it is permissible to write dirge for Molvi 
Rasheed Ahmad! 

Q. 13 : How is it to write a dirge for scholars of Deoband. If found 
written, is it necessay to burn it or to burry it in soil like the dirge of 
martyrs of Karbala ? 

A. 13 : It is permissible to write the dirge for scholars of Deoband 
without any abomination. It should not be burned or buried like the 
dirges for the martyrs of Karbala. 

Evidence 13: 

Because the leader of the Deobandis Molvi Mahmood Hasan has 
written and published a dirge for his spiritual guide Molvi Rasheed 
Ahmad Gangohi. From a very long time it is being printed and sold. And 
till this date no Deobandi Molvi has given a verdict to burn or to burry 
the dirge for Rasheed Ahmad. Therefore, It is evident now that 
according to the Deobandis it is permissible to write the dirge for the 
Deobandi Scholars, the ruling is not to burn it or burry it like the dirge of 
the martyrs of Karbala. Indeed this is what blind faith is called. 

Q. 14 : In the month ofMuharram, to preach the incident of martyrdom 
of Imam Hussain, with correct narrations, to establish a Sabeel 
(drinking water for all), to donate in the Sabeel, to give Sharbat (a 
mixture of milk, and dry fruits) or milk to small kids, is this all 
permissible, in the Deobandi religion what is the ruling for all these 
things? 

A. 14 : Even with correct narrations, to tell the incident of the 
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martyrdom of Imam Hussain ,according to the Deohandi religion is 
impermissible, to establish Sabeel ,to donate in the sabeel, to give 
Sharbat or milk to small kids all is impermissible. Just like Molvi 
Rasheed Ahmad Gangohi has written: 

Evidence 14 : Fatawa Rasheediya vol 2pg 114 : 

“In Muharram, the narration of the martyrdom of Hasnain () even 
though with correct narrations, to establish Sabeel, or to give Sharbat, 
donating in the Sharbat or Sabeel or to give milk, is all incorrect and 
due to the similarity with the Rawafiz, is impermissible” 

Note : O Muslims ! listen carefully, this all is called impermissible, 
but Holi, Diwali, which are the festivals of the disbelievers for 
worshiping fire, if they send something in celebration to the Muslims, 
then that all is correct (to consume it). Have a look. 

Q. 15 : Hindus on their festivals like Holi or Diwali give total or 
partial food to Muslims as gift, so to take and eat that food is permissible 
? or like the Sharbat and Milk of Muharram it is also impermissible near 
Deobandi scholars? 

A. 15 : This gift of Holi and Diwali being taken and eaten from Hindus 
is permissible. It is not impermissible like the Sharbat and Milk of 
Muharram near the Deobandi Scholars, it is written permissible in 
Fatawa Rasheediya. Have a look: 

Evidence 15 : Fatawa Rasheediya vol 2pg 107 

?ijtf f js\ 

“Query : Hindus on their festivals, give to their teachers or ruler or 
servant, Kheel (rice grains), or Puris (an Indian food), or some other 
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food, to take and eat them is permissible for the teacher, ruler, servant 

or not? 

Answer : It is permissible.” 

Note : O Muslims ! take note the leader of the Deobandi scholars 
Molvi Rasheed Ahmad although saying that the Sharbat and Milk of 
Muharram is Haram. But has such a connection with Holi and Diwali 
that he is stating every food item related to it as permissible. This is what 
faith is called, anything related to Imam Hussain,becomes incorrect and 
impermissible, but things being related to Holi and Diwali have no 
abomination in them, they remain permissible, if relation is present in 
both the places, then calling every food related to Holi permissible and 
Sharbat and Milk of Muharram as impermissible, is either the addiction 
of Holi and Diwali or the rush of hatred for Imam Hussain. 

Q. 16 : The person who calls the companions of Prophet as infidels, 
is he near the Deobandi scholars out from the Sunnah Jama’ah or not? 

A. 16 : The one calling Companions of Prophet as infidels is not out from 
the Sunnah Jama’ah, as written in Fatawa Rasheediya. 

Evidence 16 : Fatawa Rasheediya vol 2 pg n: 

“The person who ascribes infidelity to one of the kind companions, is 
cursed. To make him the Imam of Masjid is impermissible. He due to 
this grave sin will not be exited from the Sunnah Jama’ah” 

Note : In the trusted books the Imams have clearly stated that such 
person is a cast out from the Ahl al-Sunnah ,rather, One who abuses 
Hazrat Abu Bakr and Hazrat Umar is declared as an infidel by the 
Jurists. But near Gangohi, such person even after abusing remains a 
Sunni. Some of his faithful people say that this the mistake of the 
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Publisher, instead of writing “he will exit” he has written “he will not 
exit”. But this is just wrong ! Fatawa Rasheediya has been published 
multiple times. From various publishers, If it was the publisher’s fault it 
should have been present in just one edition of the booh, or in two 
editions, But in all editions the text is same. Besides this, few paras bach, 
on page io he has written that the one who uses inappropriate words for 
the Companions is an Open Sinner (Fasicf), and it is a clear fact that 
being Fasiq will not exit him from the Sunnah Jama’ah , then how can 
this be the fault of the publisher? this previous statement of Molvi 
Rasheed Ahmad is shouting out loud that this is not the fault of publisher, 
rather the belief of Gangohi is like this only. 

Q. 17 : The one who disrespects scholars near Deobandis is also outcast 
from the Sunnah Jama’ah or not ? 

A. 17 : The one who disrespects scholars, Save being from the Sunnah 
Jama’ah, near the Deobandi scholars he is not a Muslim. Rather a Kafir. 
Hence, it is in Fatawa Rasheediya: 

Evidence 17: Fatawa Rasheediya vol 3pg 16: 

“Because the disrespect of scholars is stated as infidelity by scholars, 
which is due to work of knowledge and religion”. 

Benefit : This is indeed a thing to ponder over, that the one who accuses 
the Companions as infidels is not only “not” stated as infidel, he is “not 
even outcast” from the Sunnah Jama’ah. Just like it was shown in 
evidence 16 , And the one who disrespects scholars is thrown out of the 
folds of Islam and is called an infidel. What is the cleverness hidden in it 
? What else can be said in this except that this verdict is given in self 
defense. Because he himself being a scholar is closing all door to his 
disrespect. What does he care about the Companions ? if anyone 
disrespects them or calls them infidels what does he lose ? 

Q. 18 : Some people say that in the gatherings of Mawlid there is 
Qayam e Tazimi (standing in respect) and incorrect narrations are 
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narrated, due to this reason the Deohandi scholars exclaim it to he 
impermissible, there is no other reason behind it. Hence the question is 
that to organize a gathering where only authentic narrations are spoken 
and no Qayam is done and no action against the Shariah is done. This 
type of Mawlid gathering is also near the Deobandi scholars 
impermissible or not? 

A. 18 : In a Mawlid gathering even if no action against the Shariah is 
done, no Qayam, and only authentic narrations are recited then also it is 
impermissible near the Deobandi scholars. This CX A. of Fatawa 
Rasheediya should be observed: 

Evidence 18 : Fatawa Rasheediya vol 2 pg 83 : 

“Question : The organizing of Mawlid gathering without Qayam and 
with correct narrations is correct or not ? Answer : Organizing 
Mawlid gathering is impermissible in all conditions.” 
Benefit : He stated the Mawlid gathering to be impermissible in all 
conditions, meaning it is absolutely impermissible and there is no 
condition for it to be permissible, hence he said “in all conditions”. The 
Deobandis who give the verdict of Mawlid being permissible without 
Qayam, Fatawa Rasheediya should be shown to them and should be 
asked that why did they go against the verdict of their leader ? What 
about the person who calls it impermissible ? If near you the verdict of 
Rasheed Ahmad is correct then tell the ruling (which should be imposed) 
on you that you stated an impermissible thing as permissible. And if your 
verdict is correct then tell the ruling on Rasheed Ahmad as he stated a 
permissible thing as impermissible. Tell what will you like to say ? 
Actually, the motive is just to trap the (unsuspecting) Muslims, 
whatever is the condition the statement is given according to it, just so 
that Muslims can be trapped. 

Q. 19 :How is it to consider the knowledge of Unseen for the Prophet 
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And if one keeps such belief what is the ruling for him near the 
scholars ofDeoband ? 

A. 19 : To beli eve the knowledge for the Prophet '{Mk is a grave 
polytheism (Shirk e Jali). One keeping such belief is undoubtedly a 
polytheist near the Deobandi scholars. Just like Molvi Rasheed Ahmad 
states : 

Evidence 19 : Fatawa Rasheediya vol 2pg 10: 

“To keep this belief that The Prophet had knowledge of Unseen is 

clear polytheism” 

Benefit : Molvi Ashraf Ali thanvi has in his book Hifz aPlmaan 
proven the knowledge of Unseen for the Prophet (although he 
considers it partial and he has written blasphemous statements for the 
Prophet in this very book). Rather he proves knowledge of Unseen 
for even children, madman and all the animals. Now tell O Deobandis ! 
through the verdict of Rasheed Ahmad, Ashraf Ali Thanvi is a clear 
polytheist or not ? 

Q. 20 : It is famous that “Crow” which wanders in towns, eats 
disgusting trash also, commonly, Muslims consider it impermissible (to 
eat). But we have heard that near the Deobandi scholars it is permissible 
and it is correct to eat it. Is this correct ? 

A. 20 : Near the Deobandis, this crow is undoubtedly permissible, 
rather in certain conditions near the Deobandi scholars it is a rewardable 
act (Kaar e Sawab) to eat this crow. Observe this Q A. of Fatawa 
Rasheediya: 

Evidence 20 : Fatawa Rasheediya vol 2pg 145 
Jv/'LjsL-\£ff'5 if* \j\j 

♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ ♦♦ ♦ 

“Question : The place where common crow is considered 
impermissible and the one eating it called bad, so in that place one 
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eating it will get some reward ? or will neither get reward nor 
punishment ? Answer : will get reward.” 

Benefit : Molvi Rasheed Ahmad leader of the Deohandis has clearly 
stated that eating crow is rewardful act, hut for unknown reasons, some 
Deohandi people are deprived of this reward and are leaving this free of 
cost reward. There should he no shyness in doing rewardful act. Rather 
it should he done out loud. Free of cost self made reward, Chicken is only 
Muhah, hut the Crow when eating it earns reward, hence, Deohandi 
scholars should he presented this in their Dinner, so that one can attain 
this self made reward. 

Q. 21 : Is there any hook the keeping and reading of which and to follow 
the commands of which near the Deohandi scholars is “Ain e Islam” 
(The Absolute Islam) and earns reward ? 

A. 21 : Yes, that hook is “Taqwiyat al-Imaan” of Molvi Ismail Dahlvi. 
The keeping of which is absolute Islam in the Deohandi religion. Just like 
Molvi Rasheed Ahmad has said: 

Evidence 21 : Fatawa Rasheediya vol 3 pg 50 

“It’s (Taqwiyat al-Iman’s) keeping and reading and following it is 

absolute Islam and earns reward.” 

Benefit : If keeping and reading Taqwiyat aFlmaan is absolute Islam, 
then it is necessary that whoever didn’t keep or didn’t read it is out of 
folds of Islam. The clear conclusion of which is that before the writing 
and printing of Taqwiyat al-Imaan no one was Muslim, and even in 
today’s date if Muslims are judged on this basis then at least ninety five 
percent Muslims will he found out of folds of Islam. 

O Muslims ! Just see the Infidelity machine gun of Molvi Rasheed 
Ahmad Gangohi that while exclaiming the Ahl al-Sunnah as polytheist 
he landed himself calling his own religious companions who have not 
read or do not have Taqwiyat al-Imaan as infidels. In the religion of 
Gangohi the status of Taqwiyat al-Imaan is considered more than the 
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Qur’an. For a Muslim it is surely necessary to have faith on the Qur’an, 
but to keep it constantly with himself or to constantly read it is not 
absolute Islam. Becaus the Muslim in whose house there is no Qur’an or 
one who doesn’t know how to read it is still a Muslim. But for Gangohi 
the one who doesn’t keep Taqwiyat al-Imaan and who doesn’t read it is 
not a Muslim. 

(There is no power except through Allah). 

Q. 22 : Near the Deobandi scholars who are the Wahabi ? 

A. 22 : Greatly pious and highest level of followers ofSunnah are called 
Wahabi, Just like the leader of the Deobandis Molvi Rasheed Ahmad 
has written. 

Evidence 22 : Fatawa Rasheediya vol 2 pg u : 

“In these times, Pious and follower ofSunnah is known as Wahabi.” 
Benefit : Then why do the Deobandis get offended when they are 
called Wahabi ? do they consider being pious and follower ofSunnah as a 
bad thing ? 

Q. 23 : What is the belief of the Deobandis regarding Mohammad Bin 
Abdul Wahhab Najdi ? What do they consider him ? 

A. 23 : He was a great man, follower of the Sunnah, practitioner of the 
Ahadith. Immensely followed the Shariah. A missionary of great level. 
The destroyer of Polytheism and Innovation. The Leader of the 

Deobandis Molvi Rasheed Ahmad has praised him abundantly. Observe 
I 

Evidence 23 : Fatawa Rasheediya vol 3 pg 79 : 

“Question : what kind of a person was Mohammad Bin Abdul 

Wahhab ? 
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Answer : Mohammad Bin Ahdul Wahhab whom people regard as 
Wahabi, he was a great person, it is heard that he had Hanbali Mazhab 
(doctrine) and was a practitioner of the Hadith. He abstained others 
from polytheism and innovations. But there was extremism in his 
nature.” 

Benefit : The Leader of scholars of Deoband Molvi Rasheed Ahmad 
through his praise for the Najdi Wahabi has proven that the Deobandis 
are actually Wahabis. And are the co-believers of the Najdis. The 
beliefs of the Deobandis are same as the beliefs of the Wahabis. But the 
difference is only that (according to them) Najdi had Hanbali doctrine 
and they follow the Hanafi doctrine, this is a difference only in Deeds, 
the beliefs are actually same. 

Q 24 : According to Deobandis the writer of Taqwiyatul Iman Molvi 
Ismail Dahlvi was what kind of a person ? 

A. 24 : Molvi Ismail Dahlvi was a pious person of great level, a martyr 
and Allah’s friend. Near the scholars of Deoband the Wilayat (attribute 
of being Allah’s friend) of Ismail Dahlvi is proven from the Qur’an. 
Hence, Molvi Rasheed Ahmad Gangohi has written in his Fatawa. 
Evidence 24 : Fatawa Rasheediya vol 3 pg 49: 


.Si 


“There is no friend of Allah, but the pious, the clear outcome of this 
verse is that Molvi Ismail is a Wali.” 

After this the martyrdom of Molvi Ismail is proven from the Hadith. 

Benefit : Blind faith is what this is called ! Molvi Ismail was made 
W ali and a martyr from the Qur’an and Hadith, but these type of efforts 
were never made for Huzur Ghous e Paak ( 0 ) and other friends of 
Allah. They (the Deobandis) spent their whole life calling the Ghyarhvi 
and Fateha of these people as polytheism and innovations. 


0 

0 







- - 




—-= / © vr 3' - 


c 

6 


Q. 25 :1/t/ie Deobandi scholars consider the Wilayat and martyrdom 
of Ismail Dahlvi evident from the Qur’an and Hadith, then they must 
also obey his commands. We have heard that Molvi Ismail Dahlvi has 
written in his booh that the thought of the Prophet during the Namaz 
is worse than thinking about Ox and Donkey and a person engrosses into 
polytheism due to it. Is this correct ? And has Molvi Ismail Dahlvi 
written such a thing in his book ? 

A. 25 : To have faith in Molvi Ismail Dahlvi’s sayings and to keep his 
books and to follow them is Absolute Islam near the Deobandis as it was 
mentioned in Evidence 21 . And it is correct that Molvi Ismail has written 
in his book u Sirat al-Mustaqeem” that during the prayer the thought of 
the Prophet is worse than thinking about one’s own Ox and Donkey. 
And because thinking about the Prophet is with respect, the person is 
lured into polytheism. Observe: 

Evidence 25: 





/iipZ j\) js SJ? Jiif 

Q. 26 : If the scholars of Deoband consider Molvi Ismail as entrusted 
then near them what is condition of praying Namaz. As in it there is 
mention of the Prophet and it is with respect. In Namaz one has to 
recite the Qur’an which also has praises and mentions of the Prophet 
written in it. Especially in the Al-Tahhaiyyat, Salam (salutation) is 
sent upon the Prophet and testimony is given. There indeed the 
thought of the Prophet W& comes to mind. So according to Deobandi 
religion and to that person following Ismail Dahlvi, what is the method 
of performing Namaz? Is there any condition where the Namaz is valid ? 
A. 26 : The Incident is this only! that in Namaz when a person will send 
salutations to the Prophet and when he will testify his prophethood 
then surely he will think about him. How is it possible that someone send 
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salutations to someone and does not think about him ? Indeed his thought 
comes beforehand. Now in ATTahaiyyat it is necessary that the thought 
of the Prophet W& comes to mind. Now there are two condtions for this 
thought one is the thinking with respect and other is thinking with 
disrespect. If one thinks with respect about the Prophet then as 
Ismail Dahlvi said he will go near polytheism and if the thought comes 
with disrespect then, save the Namaz, this is clear infidelity. Now to 
avoid both the conditions one will take the third alternative viz do not 
read the ATTahaiyyat. But the problem is that to recite the Al- 
Tahaiyyat in Namaz is compulsory (Wajib) and performing Namaz 
intentionally without it, then Namaz is not considered complete. Hence 
to leave the ATTahaiyyat leads to an incomplete Namaz. Conclusion is 
that on the basis of this verdict of Ismail Dahlvi if one recites Al- 
Tahaiyyat then also his Namaz will be invalid and if he will leave it then 
also it will be invalid. Hence, in the Ismaili religion there is no condition 
for Namaz to be valid. Albeit, there is a condition that one may be saved 
from polytheism and infidelity by refraining from reciting AT 
Tahaiyyat. 

Benefit : What a wonder! in any condition the Namaz is not complete. 
Reason is this foul statement of “Sirat e Mustaqeem” has a grave 
blasphemy of Beloved Prophet in it. Because the thought of the 
Beloved was called more worse than the thought of Ox and Donkeys. 
This is the result of this blasphemy that wether he recites or not AT 
Tahaiyyat, (whatsoever be the condition) but the Namaz is incomplete. 
Q. 27 : We have heard that Molvi Ashraf Ali Thanvi states that to call 
anyone for help and to bend in front of anyone is infidelity and 
polytheism. Likewise, keeping the names Ali Bakhsh, Hussain Bakhsh, 
Abdun Nabi etc he calls it as infidelity and polytheism. And to call 
someone from a distance and thinking that he came to know about it 
(means he heard it), he considers this also as infidelity and polytheism ? 
To say that If Allah and his Rasool W& wills then my work will be 
accomplished, he considers this too as infidelity and polytheism. Does 
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Molvi Ashraf Ali Thanvi really state these as infidelity and polytheism 
? A vast majority of Muslims are engrossed in these things if near 
Thanvi these all are really infidelity and polytheism then according to 
him Millions of Indian Muslims are infidels and polytheists. We can’t 
understand that how can Molvi Ashraf Ali Thanvi being such a great 
scholar stating all these as infidelity exit Millions of Muslims from 
Islam. Hence, correct incident with citation should be presented. 

A. 27 : Without doubt Molvi Ashraf Ali Thanvi considers calling 
someone for help, bending in front of someone, tying a Sehra (on the 
wedding day),keeping the names Ali Bakhsh, Hussain Bakhsh, Abdun 
Nabi etc as infidelity and polytheism. Calling someone from far and 
thinking that he came to know. Saying like this, if Allah and Rasool wills 
then this (any, for instance) work will happen, these all things are called 
as infidelity and polytheism by Thanvi. Hence, in the very first part of 
his book “Bahishti Zewar” every thing mentioned above has been called 
infidelity and polytheism by him. Observe the evidence, 

Evidence 27 : Bahishti Zewar part 1 pg 45 

- U yt p&l y A. \?f\ 

“(under the topic of the things of infidelity and polytheism he writes) 
calling someone from far and thinking that he came to know, to ask 
needs from someone, to bend in front of someone, (on pg 46 ) to tie a 
Sehra, keeping names Ali Bakhsh, Hussain Bakhsh, Abdun Nabi etc. 
,to say that if Allah and Rasool wills then a particular work will be 

accomplished.” 

Benefit : If all this is considered infidelity and polytheism and the one 
doing them near Ashraf Ali is polytheist, meaning if anyone asks a need 
from anyone he is infidel and polytheist, if someone bends in front of 
anyone then he is infidel and polytheist, one who ties a Sehra is infidel 
and polytheist, one who kept the name Ali Bakhsh, Hussain Bakhsh, 
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Abdun Nabi etc is infidel and polytheist, one who called someone from a 
distance and thought that he knew is infidel and polytheist, one who said 
that if Allah and his Messenger wills then a certain task will be 
accomplished is infidel and polytheist. 

O Muslims ! just pay heed and tell these six things mentioned above 
which have been called infidelity and polytheism by Thanvi. You have 
not committed anything from them right ? and if you have committed 
even one thing from them then near Thanvi Sahab you are infidel and 
polytheist only. Even if you exclaim yourself Muslims then also 
according to Thanvi Sahab’s ruling you are just infidel and polytheist. In 
my opinion if Thanvi’s criteria is applied to judge the Muslims then only 
50/0 people will turn out to be Muslims and rest will be exited from folds of 
Islam becoming infidels and polytheists. By writing these things as 
infidelity and polytheism as if he has created a machine of making 
Muslims infidels. From which 95% Muslims were declared infidels. 
Thanvi should analyze his own house, and see the lineage tree of his big 
leader Molvi Rasheed Ahmad Gangohi. 

Tazkiratur Rasheed pg. 13 the paternal lineage tree of Gangohi is as 

follows : 

Rasheed Ahmad s/0 Hidayat Ahmad s/0 Peer Bakhsh s/0 Ghulam 
Hussain s/o Ghulam Ali. And maternal lineage tree is as follows : 
Rasheed Ahmad s/0 Kareem un Nisa d/0 Fareed Bakhsh s/0 Ghulam 
Qadir s/o Muhammad Saleh s/o Ghulam Muhammad. Just pay heed 
that in the grandfathers of Gangohi there are many which according 
to the verdict of Thanvi are polytheist. Now yourself tell that what is 

Gangohi near them ? 

It is really astonishing that why did Ashraf Ali Thanvi did this. But 
when we look at their beliefs the astonishment vanishes, as the very 
beliefs of the Wahabis is that except for their small group, the Muslims 
of the whole world are polytheists. Hence it is the law of their beliefs that 
except for their group all other Muslims are polytheists. Just like Allama 
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Shami has stated in Radd al'Muhtaar vol. 3 p/. 319: 

1 j 1< OjL>tXiJ jjlS"" j y^Ay>*}\ ^1P 1 jk J_J j yA 1 y>ry>- jjl <_->b '^ £ ' lliLoJ ^ £jj 

^ o A 'j£*~a ^IJLipI ^ o^-<K-L-*s-<iJl & **• ^ •'^ ^*-AJixpl ^-t^J 4-LLL>tJl 

jA^s- r*-^ J *- 20 % <-->_p=- j a1)1 t j^- *_& s-Ulp j 4_uJl Jj&I Jii JxJl 

l_aJ 1 j J (Ir!^- 1 _J (*^ 

Translation : Just like in our times is the case with followers of 
Mohammad bin Abdul Wahhab, who poured from Najd and occupied 
the two sacred sanctuaries, and displayed themselves as having the 
Hanbali doctrine. But in reality their belief was that only they are 
Muslims and rest are polytheist. Reason why they permitted the murder 
of scholars of Ahlus Sunnah. Till Allah broke their stature and made 
their cities deserted and gave the Islamic armies victory over them in 
1233 ^. 

Allama Shami has clearly stated that the belief of the Wahabis is that 
except them all the Muslims of the world are polytheist and infidels and 
the scholars of Deoband are the co-believers of Najdis Wahabis. 
Therefore, the leader of Deobandi scholars Molvi Rasheed Ahmad has 
in his Fatawa Rasheediya praised Mohammad Bin Abdul Wahhab to a 
great extent, he wrote him as follower of Sunnah, practitioner of the 
Hadith and one stopping from infidelity and polytheism. Observe 
Evidence 23, result obtained is that scholars of Deoband save themselves 
consider all Muslims of the world as polytheist and infidels. They are the 
co-belivers of these very Najdis who consider the murder of scholars of 
Ahlus Sunnah as permissible. Even if in these times to trick the Muslims 
and to trap them, they display themselves as Ahlus Sunnah and started 
writing themselves as the Ahlus Sunnah, but how can this trickery be of 
help ? Molvi Rasheed Ahmad has praised the Wahabis proving that they 
are staunch co-believers of Najdi Wahabis and not Ahlus Sunnah, 
rather they are the enemies of Ahlus Sunnah and blood thirsty for them. 
May Allah give the guidance to the Muslims to stay safe from their 
trickery and to understand that who is it calling Muslims are infidels and 
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polytheist. And what type of connection should he kept with him. 
Benefit : Molvi Ashraf Ali Thanvi has stated the keeping of name 
Ahdun Nahi as polytheism as was in Evidence 27. His spiritual guide 
(Peer) Haji Imdad Ullah Muhajir Makki (may Allah shower blessings 
on him) states in Shmaaim e Imdadiya that: “Abdullah can also be called 
Ibad e RasooV’. 

Which clearly means that Abdun Nabi name is permissible to keep. So, 
the thing which is called polytheism by Ashraf Ali Thanvi is stated 
permissible by his Peer Haji Imdad Ullah Sahab. If the verdict of Haji 
Imdad Ullah Sahab is correct then, to keep the name Abdun Nabi is 
permissible even though Ashraf Ali calls it polytheism. O Muslims ! tell 
the ruling for the one calling a permissible as polytheism? And if the 
statement of Ashraf Ali is assumed correct then keeping the name Abdun 
Nabi turns out to be polytheism, the same is called permissible by Haji 
Imdad Ullah Sahab. Now tell the ruling for the one calling a polytheistic 
work as permissible ? Tell at the least the ruling for either one of Peer or 
Mureed. What will you tell, this is the wonder of the ill-omened 
Wahabiyat. Like the blind of spring they see everything as polytheism. 

Q. 28 : The knowledge of unseen which is bestowed upon the Prophet 
by Allah, near scholars of Deoband is this knowledge also possessed 
by children, madmen and all four legged animals ? Have the scholars of 
Deoband written such a thing ? 

A. 28 : Near the Deobandi scholars this knowledge is possessed by 
every Tom, Dick and Harry rather every child and madman and all the 
beasts. The leader of Deobandis Molvi Ashraf Ali Thanvi has written 
this in his Hifzul Imaan. Have a look: 

Evidence 28 : Hifzul Imaan pg. 8: 
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“Then what does he know about the ruling of Knowledge of Unseen 
on the Prophet ($&), according to Zaid (anyone, Zaid is used just for 
instance) if it is correct, then questionable thing is that what does he 
mean by Knowledge of Unseen? Total or partial. If he meant partial, 
then what speciality is of the Prophet here,this knowledge is 

possessed by every Zaid o Amr (Tom,Dick and Harry), every child 
and madman and rather by all the four legged animals A 
Benefit : In this statement AshrafAli has divided knowledge of unseen 
into two, total and partial. Total was refuted with intellect and 
narrations and indeed no one considers this for the Prophet Now 
remains partial, indeed it is the knowledge of Prophet W&. This 
knowledge of Prophet was equaled to that of Madmen and Animals, 
which is indeed a grave blasphemy of the Prophet 

Some faithful people of Ashraf Ali say that in this statement there is no 
blasphemy of the Prophet j^k. But this is just taking the side of Ashraf 
Ali and nothing else. If this very statement is said for Ashraf Ali and is 
said as: 

“Then what does he know about the ruling of Knowledge of Unseen 
on Molvi Ashraf Ali according to Zaid if it is correct, then 
questionable thing is that what does he mean by Knowledge of 
Unseen? Total or partial. If he meant partial, then what speciality is 
of Molvi Ashraf Ali here, this knowledge is possessed by every Zaid o 
Amr (Tom, Dick and Harry), every child and madman and rather by 

all the four legged animals.” 

Then indeed the faithful ones also become out of their senses and say that 
there is disrespect of Molvi Ashraf Ali in this, even though it is the same 
statement which he has used for the Prophet The difference is just of 


name. 


And all the interpretations that have been done of this statement are 
included in this. Every time (in those interpretations when we replace 
the word Prophet by Ashraf Ali) they say that there is disrespect of 
Thanvi in it. O Muslims pay heed that the statement which has 


0 

d 


- 





- - 


< 5 ^ 


—-= / © vr 3' - 


c 

6 


disrespect of Thanvi when used for the Prophet has no blasphemy in 
it ?the clear meaning of which is that near the supporters ofThanvi the 
respect of Prophet is not even close to that of Ashraf Ali, otherwise 
there is no reason that the statement which has disrespect for Thanvi is 
called having no blasphemy for the Prophet '$&.? 

how astonishing! is there any limit for this blind support ? The support of 
Thanvi against the Prophet 

But Thanvi knew very well that in this statement ofHifzul Imaan there 
is blasphemy of the Prophet in it. Reason why till today he never had 
the courage to face the scholars of Ahlus Sunnah and in the intoxication 
of arrogance he never got the guidance to repent. His supporters in his 
defense danced a lot, but when there is no evidence in this case what can 
they do ? Reason why where ever they go they are disgraced. And why 
not ? when the blasphemy in the statement of Hifzul Imaan is more 
bright than the Sun. Whatever is said in the support of this is the support 
of infidelity and support of infidelity leads to disgrace only. May Allah 
guide them to repent. 

Q. 29 : Near the scholars of Deoband does an Ummati ever become 
equal to a Prophet ? 

A. 29 : Yes, it is the belief of scholars of Deoband. That an Ummati can 
become equal to his Prophet in deeds. Rather he can increase in it. Hence, 
the leader of Deobandi scholars the founder of Madrasa Deoband Molvi 
Qasim Nanotvi has written: 

Evidence 29: Tahzeerun Naaspg. 5: 

“The Prophets are unique from their Ummahs and are unique only in 
knowledge. Rest regarding the Deeds, so in Deeds sometimes Ummati 
becomes equal or rather increases in DeedsA 
Benefit : O Muslims ! it the belief of scholars of Deoband that they 
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consider no greatness of Prophet against Ummati in deeds. They call 
an Ummati equal to a Prophet in deeds. Rather they believe for him to 
outdo him. They have given greatness in knowledge only. But Thanvi 
refuted that too. He said u this knowledge is possesed by Children, 
Madmen, and all four legged animasl” (see Evidence 28). 

Q. 30 : Near the Deobandi scholars the knowledge of the Prophet is 
more or of the Satan ? The knowledge of Prophet is proven from the 
Qur’an and Hadith or of Satan (the cursed) ? 

A. 30 : Near the scholars ofDeoband the knowledge of Satan is greater 
than the Prophet and the abundance of the knowledge of Satan is 
proven from Qur’an and Hadith but for the knowledge of the Prophet 
they have no clear proof. Hence, Molvi Khaleel Ahmad Ambethvi 
and Rasheed Ahmad Gangohi have written in their book: 

Evidence 30: Baraheen e Qatia pg. 51: 

.y^pi/ WfA ff^ytcAi 

“ Therefore, one should pay heed that after seeing the condition of 
Satan and Angel of Death, to prove the knowledge of entire earth for 
Fakhr e Alam (?Mz) against all the clear evidences from mere 
assumptions, if not Shirk then what part of Faith is it? Satan and 
Angel of Death have this capacity of knowledge through clear 
evidences, Fakhr e Alam’s Q$A&f) capacity of knowledge is proven 
through which clear proof? through which one refutes all the evidences 

and proves a Shirh(to be correct)?” 

Note : O Muslims ! pay heed that the leader of Deobandis Molvi 
Khaleel Ahmad and Rasheed Ahmad have stated to believe the 
knowledge of entire earth to be possessed by the Prophet as 
polytheism. But the same polytheism is considered evident in the case of 
Satan happily. They have such faithfulness for the accursed and such 
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enmity for the Prophet W&, in which indeed their intellect has left them. 
They couldn’t understand that the knowledge which is believed to he in 
possession of the Prophet is polytheism. How can it become sound 
faith in case of Satan ? And that too from clear proofs of Qur’an and 
Hadith ? does Qur’an and Hadith prove polytheism ? This is their blind 
faith in Satan that they have increased his knowledge against the 
Prophet 

O Muslims ! say without leniency is there not a blasphemy of the 
Prophet in it ? and indeed there is ! if it is said to a faithful of these 
people that your Molvi’s knowledge is equal to Satan, see how he will 
leave all bounds of politeness. Even though it was only said that he is 
equal. And if any Deobandi scholar is compared with Satan then god 
knows where this condition will reach! 

O Muslims ! it is the clear verdict of the sacred Shariah that anyone 
who says that the knowledge of any creation is greater than the Prophet 
then he is an infidel. It is in Naseem ur Riyaz Sharah Shifa Qazi 
Ayaz : 

“anyone who says that someone has more knowledge than the Prophet 
O&ik , so he is ascribing a fault to the Prophet and is abusing him 
which without doubt is a grave blasphemy. So what doubt is there of 

he being an infidel”. 

Benefit: 

Molvi Murtuza Hasan DarBhangi has said in the interpretation of this 
infidelity statement that the knowledge which is denied for the Prophet 
is self attained knowledge (Ilm e Zati). And this knowledge to be 
proved for the Prophet is polytheism. 

But in interpreting this statement he lost all his intellect. The excuse of 
self attained knowledge could be used when his Beloved was proving this. 
When the opponent is proving bestowed knowledge then to deny and 
refute self attained knowledge is really the nonsense uttered by a Mad 
person. And through this Molvi Khaleel will prove out to be Madman. 
Moreover, this statement ofBaraheen e Qatia is shouting out loud that 


0 

0 







- '^‘'^ 3 ' =— 




—-= / © vr 3' - 


c 

6 


the knowledge which is being proven for Satan is being denied for the 
Prophet Therefore if there is denial of self attained knowledge for 
the Prophet then surely self attained knowledge is being proved for 
Satan which is open polytheism. By saying that there is denial of self 
attained knowledge in this statement the aforementioned person has 
made the author and the testifier of this booh as Madman and Polytheist. 
This is the calamity of the blasphemy of the Prophet that no matter 
how much they support them they turn out to be Madmen and polytheist. 
May Allah guide them to repent from supporting infidelity and that they 
understand the status of the Prophet and come to know that supporting 
anyone against the Prophet is useless. 

Benefit : Molvi Qasim Nanotvi decreased all the Prophets in deeds 
and increased the Ummatis in deeds, just like it was in Evidence 29. And 
Molvi Khaleel and Rasheed increased Satan’s knowledge from the 
Prophet as was in Evidence 30. Conclusion is that they with 
consensus have decreased in both deeds and knowledge all the Prophets 
and especially the Leader of the Prophets Muhammadur Rasoolullah 
from their Ummati and Satan. 

O Muslims ! open your eyes and do justice ! see and comprehend the 
reality of scholars ofDeoband! 

If you have real and pure love for your Rasool, your Prophet the 
Beloved of Allah Muhammadur Rasoolullah then after knowing 
these abandon and abolish these blasphemous statements. After seeing 
such blasphemy of one’s Prophet, to keep relations with such people to 
consider them good and to have connection with their faithful people is 
not the work of an Ummati. You yourself judge that after such 
blasphemy if one does not have religious shame and in support of these if 
one starts making futile interpretations then is not the enmity of the 
Prophet 

Really ! the support of such blasphemer is enmity for the Prophet and 

the stand against the Prophet'fMk. (I seek Allah’s refuge). 
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A Sincere Request to Muslim 
Brotherhood ! 

O Muslim bvothevs my beloved ones ! this world is to remain few 
days. It’s pleasure and difficulties will all be vanished. The friendship 
and enmity done here will expire. After going from this world even the 
biggest faithful and generous will not be of any help. After death only 
Allah and his Rasool Muhammadur Rasoolullah will be of help. The 

first station of the journey of hereafter is your grave. In it the angels 
come and ash who is your God ? what is your religion and with it they ash 
about the Kind and Generous Prophet Muhammadur Rasoolullah 
and ash about him from the dead one pointing at his majesty, “what do 
you used to say about his majesty”. If he has love and affection for the 
Prophet he will answer “this is our lord and master, the Beloved of Allah 
Muhammadur Rasoolullah W&, upon him be our all respect and stature, 
our lives and our wealth are sacrificed” for this person is salvation. And 
if he has a spech of enmity for the Prophet and doesn’t have respect 
and affection for him, so he will not be able to answer this question and 
will say that “I used to say what others used to say”. For him is great 
torment and disgrace. (I seek Allah’s refuge). 

So it is known that the love for the Prophet is the scale of faith, and on 
it is the condition of salvation. But this is claimed by all Muslims that we 
have love for the Prophet and his respect is in our hearts. But every 
claim requires an evidence, and for every success is a test. For the ones 
who claim the love for the Prophet it is a test that from the ones who 
have insulted and blasphemed the Prophet’s divine majesty, they should 
cut all ties. And for such they should have hatred and reservations, Even 
if they are their parents or their children. Even the biggest ofMaulana or 
Peer or Teacher. But when they blasphemed the Prophet they then 
have no connection with the believers. If someone even on knowing their 
disrespects does revere that person and keeps relations with them and due 
to their personality or Molviyat still does not show hatred and 
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reservations from him. Then such a person has failed in the test. He 
doesn’t have in reality the love for his majesty, just claims of it with 
tongue. If there was real love and true respect for his majesty, then to mix 
and mingle with these people and to revere them has no meaning. Always 
remember the respect for any Peer or Molvi or Teacher is just because he 
has connection with the Prophet W&- But if he disrespected and 
blasphemed the Prophet only then what remains of his respect and 
what relation with him ? He himself broke his tie with the Prophet W&, 
then why should Muslims keep ties with him ? 

O Muslim ! it is obligatory upon you to die on the respect and stature of 
the your Master and Lord , The Beloved of Allah And to consider 

the sacrifice of your life, wealth and respect upon him as your faith’s 
obligation. And to love the ones who are his Beloved. And to hate the ones 
who are enemies of him, should be considered as necessary and 
compulsory by you. Pay heed that when someone rebukes the father and 
the son doesn’t heat up then he is not considered as his son. Likewise, if 
there is a blasphemy of the Prophet and his Ummati keeps silent, and 
does not have hatred for the blasphemer then in real meanings he cannot 
be considered as his Ummati. Rather he is just claiming from tongue, 
which in no way is acceptable. In this booklet the blasphemous 
statements of few people have been written, Muslims should read them 
with a cool mind and should judge with the truthfulness of their faith and 
do justice that should Muslims keep relations with such people, without 
leniency and prejudice it should be judged. And if due to someone’s 
Maulviyat there is leniency for him then this is against the Prophet. And 
to support the blasphemer against the Prophet will be of no use to you. 

- Abdul Aziz , (Serving the students at Madrasa Ashrafiya Misbahul 
Uloom, Mubarakpur, Dist. Azamgargh) 
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